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Duke University Press ends its influential Series Q this month. It
has been an impressive ride since the first book in the series: Eve
Kosofsky Sedgwick's landmark 1993 collection of essays,
Tendencies. Rereading her introduction, "Queer and Now," I am
reminded of the potent sense of possibility opened up 20 years ago
by the idea of queer theory. The sense of a historical moment is
strong in the essay, as its title underscores. Sedgwick's optimism
was far from naive; the same introduction disclosed her diagnosis
of breast cancer, which she lived with and against until her death in
2009. Fittingly, the last volume released by Series Q is a
posthumous collection of her remaining essays, The Weather in
Proust.

Taken together, Sedgwick's death, the passage of time, and the
news from Duke all seem to be occasions for taking stock. Even
before the press's decision, many in the field were already in a
retrospective mood. A recent book in the same series, After Sex? On
Writing Since Queer Theory, asked leading queer theorists to look
back on the great ferment of the last two decades. The title of the
book seems to place queer theory firmly in the past, though the
editors, Janet Halley and Andrew Parker, generously shift the
emphasis in their introduction: "What has queer theory become
now that it has a past?"

The answer depends on how much queer theory is defined by the
speculative energy that the phrase itself generated in the 1990s.
The label, after all, came into circulation only after the major
theoretical innovations that defined it—in the work of Michel
Foucault, Gayle Rubin, Leo Bersani, the early Sedgwick, Judith
Butler, as well as many others. Those writers had already developed
an analysis of sexuality that looked to relations of power rather
than to individual psychology or "orientation." And they had
already shown that sex, pleasure, and the formation of sexual
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cultures posed deep challenges to the normative frameworks by
which some kinds of sex are legitimated and institutionalized as
the proper form of sexuality. As several contributors to After Sex?
point out, queer theory's intellectual concerns have given rise to
newer kinds of work, and are continued under other rubrics.

When Teresa de Lauretis and her colleagues at the University of
California at Santa Cruz organized a conference called "Queer
Theory" in 1990, it was manifestly provocative. The term "queer" in
those days was not yet a cable-TV synonym for gay; it carried a
high-voltage charge of insult and stigma. The term caught on
because it seemed to catalyze many of the key insights of previous
years and connect them to a range of politics and constituencies
that were already developing outside academe, in a way that looked
unpredictable from the start. At the 1991 Lesbian and Gay Studies
Conference at Rutgers University at New Brunswick—the fifth to be
held since John Boswell started the meetings at Yale University in
1987 and exponentially larger than its predecessors—the informal
talk about "queer" was almost as frisky as the cruising.

Most of us were using the term in those years with not entirely
straight faces. Many early theoretical expositions, including the
collection I edited titled Fear of a Queer Planet (1993), cautioned
(briefly, at least) about its potential utopianism—as though "queer"
were a happy umbrella term for the rainbow coalition that would
exclude no one—and its American bias. By 1994, de Lauretis was
already complaining that the term had "very quickly become a
conceptually vacuous creature of the publishing industry."

Alook at the subsequent history of Series Q shows that judgment
premature. Far from being conceptually vacuous, queer theory now
has the shape of a searching and still largely undigested
conversation, rich enough to have many branches, some different
enough to be incommensurate with one another. Still, one knows
what de Lauretis meant. A kind of hype had set in, and looking back
at the writing from the period now, what strikes me is how many
people were on guard about it, even as they found it intellectually
generative.

What is often forgotten about that moment is that the term came
from grass-roots politics before it became theory. Act Up had
already made possible a politics directed against shame and
normalization, and aiming at a complex mobilization of people
beyond sexual identity. It in turn gave rise to other groups,
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including Queer Nation—whose name seemed, as I recall, mainly
hilarious to all of us who heard it.

The emblematic example of that kind of street politics, for me, was
an anonymous, photocopied broadside that was handed around
during the 1992 primary season. (Its author, the artist Zoe Leonard,
was a member of Fierce Pussy, a lesbian feminist group with roots
in Act Up.) It began with a simple declaration that looked like a
familiar kind of lesbian politics: "I want a dyke for president." (In
queer studies, that would now be called "homonationalism.") But
very quickly, the prose morphed into a set of wishes that, from
clause to clause, gained in evocative power as they moved away
from anything that might be imagined within legitimate politics. I
quote the remainder in full, because it is not widely remembered or
reprinted:

I want a person with aids for president and I want a fag for vice
president and I want someone with no health insurance and I want
someone who grew up in a place where the earth is so saturated
with toxic waste that they didn't have a choice about getting
leukemia. I want a president that had an abortion at sixteen and I
want a candidate who isn't the lesser of two evils and I want a
president who lost their last lover to aids, who still sees that in
their eyes every time they lay down to rest, who held their lover in
their arms and knew they were dying. I want a president with no
airconditioning, a president who has stood on line at the clinic, at
the dmv, at the welfare office and has been unemployed and layed
off and sexually harassed and gaybashed and deported. I want
someone who has spent the night in the tombs and had a cross
burned on their lawn and survived rape. I want someone who has
been in love and been hurt, who respects sex, who has made
mistakes and learned from them. I want a Black woman for
president. I want someone with bad teeth and an attitude, someone
who has eaten that nasty hospital food, someone who crossdresses
and has done drugs and been in therapy. I want someone who has
committed civil disobedience. And I want to know why this isn't
possible. I want to know why we started learning somewhere down
the line that a president is always a clown: always a john and never
a hooker. Always a boss and never a worker, always a liar, always a
thief and never caught.

Here, in a text that obviously did not come across the desk of an
English professor before it hit the copier, were many of the basic
impulses from which queer theory took its point of departure: a
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broadening of minority politics to question the framework of the
sayable; attention to the hierarchies of respectability that saturate
the world; movement across overlapping but widely disparate
structures of violence and power in order to conjure a series of
margins that have no identity core; an oddly melancholy
utopianism; a speculative and prophetic stance outside politics—
not to mention an ability to do much of that—through the play of
its own style.

Almost 20 years later, the resonance with the Occupy Wall Street
movement is unmistakable. Like Occupy Wall Street, queer theory
worked by magnetizing attention, at the right moment, to problems
that existed before it, and which it could not fix. Like OWS, it
maintained a skeptical distance from legitimate political processes
in order to cast light on their distortions. Like OWS, its moment in
the spotlight was only a strobelike illumination of a lingering state
of affairs, in which a lot of people felt that we would all be happier
keeping that damn light off, thank you very much.

From the moment of the first reports of queer politics and queer
theory, many gay men and lesbians hated the idea. For using the
term positively, I was denounced by The New York Native as "the
gay Lyndon LaRouche." Lo these many years later, straight and gay
people alike continue to deride queer theory as the ultimate joke of
a debased and fraudulent academy. The playwright Larry Kramer,
without showing much sign of understanding queer theory,
nevertheless bewails that "gay people are the victims of an
enormous con job, a tragic heist." In his view, people throughout
history have been gay in exactly the way we understand the term
today, and the purpose of gay studies should be to celebrate them.
Queer theory's attention to the historical variety and complexity of
sexual cultures is, for Kramer, a betrayal of gay people and
common sense alike.

One thing that language registers is that queer theory opened up a
conceptual divergence from lesbian and gay studies (ironically at a
time when that field was just coming into its own), as well as a
political divergence from the lesbian and gay movement (which
also burst into mainstream politics with the 1992 presidential
campaign of Bill Clinton).

The intellectual part of queer theory had in fact begun long before,
at least with Foucault's History of Sexuality (first published in
French in 1976). Foucault's book was clearly unassimilable to
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movement politics. Early debates about it within gay studies
focused on its critique of psychoanalysis and its turn to a
constructionist account of gay identity. Foucault's remark that "the
nineteenth-century homosexual became a personage" became the
most famous phrase in the book. But the bigger challenge, one that
took longer to digest, was the way Foucault had flipped the lens on
the whole project of studying sexuality. Instead of starting with
sexual identities, he wanted to think about the prior structuring of
sexuality by several techniques distinctive to modern societies. He
drew attention to the way sexuality is stabilized for us by secular
expert knowledge and anchored in individuals both by genres of
therapy and self-representation. In his account, sexuality became
visible as a field of regulation, therapy, and liberation
simultaneously. He opened new questions about the deep ties
between modern knowledge of sexuality and various forms of what
he called "state racism," including colonialism and, in the extreme
forms, genocide and eugenics; the process by which the categories
of experts can be taken up as mobilizations by the individuals to
whom they are applied; the kinds of normalization specific to
modern societies; and the variety of alternative formations
throughout history in which the pleasures of the body have been
developed within entirely different purposes and imperatives.

The politics of sexuality, in Foucault's treatment, led not just to an
affirmative study of sexual minorities, but to a thorough and
radical re-evaluation of the techniques of defining modernity.
Lesbian and gay studies quickly took on board Foucault's
constructionist account of the hetero-homo opposition, but the rest
of his argument necessarily lay beyond the study of same-sex
attraction, and indeed beyond the study of sexuality as a stable
object.

Eve Sedgwick accomplished something similar in her early work.
Her 1985 book Between Men was a watershed, for me at least.
Published just when I was completing graduate school, it
approached homophobia—the organizing problematic of lesbian
and gay studies—as a constitutive byproduct of modern styles of
straight-male homosociality. Sedgwick was envisioning a way for
gay studies and feminism to find a common perspective on
straightness, masculinity, and the dynamics of domination in
modern culture. Like Foucault's, her analysis flipped the lens: The
real problem, for her, was the mechanism of male sociability that,

in envisioning the domination of women, made its own homoerotic

chronicle.com/article/QueerThen-/130161

5/13



1/4112

Queer and Then? - The Chronicle Review - The Chronicle of Higher Education

dimensions abject, projecting the homosexual as a failed but
dangerous and repudiated version of itself.

In that turn, Sedgwick was already beginning to imagine what she

would boldly declare in the first paragraph of her 1990
Epistemology of the Closet: "An understanding of virtually any
aspect of modern Western culture must be, not merely incomplete,
but damaged in its central substance to the degree that it does not
incorporate a critical analysis of modern homo/heterosexual
definition." If anything, subsequent queer theory has tended to
argue an even stronger version of that claim, suggesting that the
normative field of sexuality is so dispersed that it requires us to
understand such things as racialization, the dynamic between
developed countries and colonies or postcolonies, the stabilization
of sex biomorphism, and so on.

Those last questions had also been raised by Judith Butler before
they had come to be called queer theory. Butler's 1990 Gender
Trouble, in addition to its well-known (but still widely
misunderstood) arguments about performativity of gender, had its
deepest impact through the same kind of shift in perspective.
Instead of starting with the nature of sex, she urged us to analyze
the normative frameworks by which gender and sexuality are
constituted and inhabited in the first place. Fusing insights from
phenomenology and Pierre Bourdieu's practice theory together
with a long history of feminist thought, Butler foregrounded a
problem that has still not been fully grasped in most philosophy or
the social sciences. Where most accounts of norms imagine an
agent who acts on the basis of beliefs or desires and reflects on
what ought to be done, Butler called attention to the ways we find
ourselves already normatively organized as certain kinds of agents,
for example by having gender in ways that must be intelligible to
others. The problem, she said, was the "regulatory fiction of
heterosexual coherence," which "disguises itself as a
developmental law regulating the sexual field that it purports to
describe."

That approach immediately opened up new problems, occasioning,
for example, a debate about "antinormativity" within queer theory.
(Does the embrace of queerness entail a romantic opposition to all
normativity whatsoever? Is there something inherently antisocial
in the experience of sexuality?) But it also gave a vocabulary for a
kind of analysis that the disciplines otherwise lacked.
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In all these ways, the tremendous intellectual energy of what
would come to be called queer theory was already casting a much
broader net than lesbian and gay studies. One result over the years
has been a succession of movements in which the critical project is
joined and adapted by those who have different constituencies in
view: trans studies, postcolonial queer studies, queer race studies.
Each of those—like the parallel development of queer affect
studies, which was not as closely tied to any political constituency
—often begin by distancing themselves from what they take to be a
narrower version of queer theory. Thus queer theory has often
seemed, from its very inception, to be elsewhere or in the past.
(Lauren Berlant and I noted that pattern in a 1995 PMLA essay
called "What Does Queer Theory Teach Us About X?")

A good example of queer theory's ambivalence about itself is Jasbir
K. Puar's influential 2007 book Terrorist Assemblages. Puar does
battle with a succession of polemical opponents: queer liberalism,
queer neoliberalism, queer exceptionalism, etc. If all of one's
identities "must be constantly troubled," she points out, one
imagines "an impossible transcendent subject who is always
already conscious of the normativizing forces of power and always
ready and able to subvert, resist, or transgress them." That seems
undeniable as far as it goes, but it also restates one of the
generative problems in Butler's early work. So while Puar seems to
want to associate queer theory with a liberal imperial imagination,
she does so in terms that she takes from queer theory itself.
Despite its criticisms of (some) queer theory, then, Puar's book is
itself an example of the kind of vital work that queer theory
enables, with or without the rubric. Terrorist Assemblages would
very likely sit on any queer-theory syllabus today.

Queer theory in this broader sense now has so many branches, and
has developed in so many disciplines, that it resists synthesis. The
differences have often enough become bitter, sometimes
occasioning the kind of queerer-than-thou competitiveness that is
the telltale sign of scarcity in resources and recognition. That
impulse can be seen, for example, in the title of a special issue of
Social Text called "What's Queer About Queer Studies Now?" And
given queer theory's strong suspicion of any politics of purity, it is
ironic that queer theorists can often strike postures of righteous
purity in denouncing one another. The Gay Shame Conference at
the University of Michigan at Ann Arbor in 2003, for instance—to
discuss aspects of lesbian and gay male sexuality, history, and
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culture that "gay pride" had suppressed—featured a remarkable
amount of mutual shaming, as though everyone had missed the
point.

The scarcity of resources that feeds such a dynamic has a lot to do
with university structure. At many colleges, queer theory is now
institutionalized as a minor subfield of LGBT studies. Some
projects, such as queer ethnography, flourish in this structure
better than others. The broader provocation to the disciplines has
been neatly compartmentalized, with the consequence that many
of queer theory's greatest challenges—for example, in the analysis
of normativity, which should have become central to philosophy
and the social sciences, but has been scrupulously ignored by them,
or the connections between sexuality and secularism that are
central to so many kinds of conflict around the world—remain
undeveloped. Thus to my mind, the widespread impression that
queer theory is a thing of the past, that we are now at some point
"After Sex," seems tragically mistaken.

At its best, queer theory has always also been something else—
something that will be left out of any purely intellectual history of
the movement. Like "I want a dyke for president," it has created a
kind of social space. Queer people of various kinds, both inside and
outside academe, continue to find their way to it, and find each
other through it. In varying degrees, they share in it as a
counterpublic. In this far-too-limited zone, it has been possible to
keep alive a political imagination of sexuality that is otherwise
closed down by the dominant direction of gay and lesbian politics,
which increasingly reduces its agenda to military service and
marriage, and tends to remain locked in a national and even
nationalist frame, leading gay people to present themselves as
worthy of dignity because they are "all-American," and thus to
forget or disavow the estrangements that they have in common
with diasporic or postcolonial queers.

That effect has been possible not just because of the theories
themselves, but because of the space of belonging and talk in which
theory interacts with ways of life. Much of the social effervescence
is only indirectly felt on the page. But it has always been also there
on the page, in the work of writing.

That might seem like an odd thing to say, since for mainstream
journalists (as for Larry Kramer) queer theory is the extreme case
of "difficult" academic prose, and Judith Butler and Eve Sedgwick
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were both singled out for mockery by the self-appointed guardians
of accessibility. We are often told that queer theory lacks "clarity."
But technical clarity and journalistic accessibility are not the same,
and the attack on difficult style has often been a means to reassert
the very standards of common sense that queer theory rightly
challenged. Moreover, even the most difficult prose has given
people room for being serious in ways sanctioned nowhere else.

And so much of the writing is remarkable. Think of Sedgwick's
bristling, coiled paragraphs; or Berlant's ability to work so
unpredictably across registers to produce a knowledge that is both
live and speculative (as in "Beyonding is a rhetoric people use when
they have a desire not to be stuck"); or all those astonishing shoes-
on-the-table moments like the opening sentence of Bersani's still-
controversial essay "Is the Rectum a Grave?": "There is a big secret
about sex: most people don't like it."

Sex, as Bersani astutely observed, distresses people, and they don't
like to be reminded of it. Perhaps he had already noticed, at a
moment when "queer theory" was not yet the name for what he
was doing, the very reason why people seem to long for a present in
which they can be postqueer.

Michael Warner is a professor and chair of the department of
English, and a professor of American studies, at Yale University.
Among his books is The Trouble With Normal: Sex, Politics, and
the Ethics of Queer Life (Free Press, 1999).
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It's always a pleasure to read Prof. Warner's work. | am a candidate for President, on the ballotin
Arizona's February 28 Green Party primary, and | posted Zoe Leonard's wonderful "l want a dyke for
president" at the announcement of my candidacy: http://pinalcountygreens.blogs...

2 people liked this. | Like

":' QLineOrientalist 1 day ago

Dare we hope? :D

Like

gjabbott 1 day ago

Very provocative,,, a big "nod" to Professor Warner for sharing his own thoughts and for so effectively
creating a sense of culture via references (both academic and social in nature).
Cheers.

1 person liked this. | Like

& Susan Campos Fonseca 1 day ago

"What's Queer About Queer Studies Now?" ... in my opinion, ALOT (!?)

Like

deller 1day ago inreply to Susan Campos Fonseca

What do you mean?

Like

22058885 1 day ago

And we pay people to write this stuff? Higher education never ceases to amaze!

3 people liked this. | Like

katisumas 1 day ago

Michael Warner, great essay! Lots of food for thoughtin it....

However, | wonder about your viewpointin your statement which | am perhaps not reading rightas | don't
know what "disaporic or postcolonial queers" are (are "diasporic" queers those living in the closet?):

You write: "In this far-too-limited zone, it has been possible to keep alive a political imagination of
sexuality thatis otherwise closed down by the dominant direction of gay and lesbian politics, which
increasingly reduces its agenda to military service and marriage, and tends to remain locked in a national
and even nationalist frame, leading gay people to present themselves as worthy of dignity because they
are "all-American," and thus to forget or disavow the estrangements that they have in common with
diasporic or postcolonial queers. "

The ieenia hara eaama tn tniich 1inan nractical nalitice (Ranirdiaii'e "nractice™ Tha faciie an marriane and
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military service are not the only ones of LGBT activists. Aren'tthe primary issue hate crimes, and
particularly those hate crimes that take the form of bullying leading children to kill themselves? Gay
marriage and military service normalize sexual orientation and thus should lessened stigma that leads to
murder and/or families turning their own children out on the street. According to the SPLC, hate crimes,
including violent murderous ones, against gays top all other categories of hate crimes in the US. Isn't that
a crucial issue of practice (in Bourdieu's sense where symbols and behavior and identity mutually fashion
each other. | am purposedly not using the term "construct” here because it tend to take away from
reality)?

Exclusion and stigma are manifestations of power, and thus they are political. Anti bullying laws and gay
marriage and participation in the military are all political act aimed at changing the murderous power
that has, and is, attacking the very being of so many so called queer people (I like the notion of
"queerness" as applied to normative difference, however normativity be defined). Itis apparent that
practicality was a moving factor in Foucault and Bourdieu. Foucault participated in street protests
demanding prison reforms, he participated in his capacity as an ordinary person. Likewise, Pierre
Boudieu participated in a number of street protests for economic equality. Their actions go a long way
towards clarifying their writings. They should go a long way towards bridging the gap between academic
queer studies and the existential experience of GLBT folks in our society.

And prey tell, why should wanting a dyke as president be any different than wanting dykes to serve in the
military? Personally, | am issue oriented. | don't give a flying fu ck about the sexual orientation of any
president. | only want her/him to help stem the tide of hatred and injustice sweeping our country.

PS: there's no "post queer" just as there was never "post modern". To be post modern, you had to first be
"modern”, and to be "post queer" you have to have queerness not to have been queer. | suspect this
would involve NOT being "disturbed by sex" but instead enjoying itin all its forms as many people of
various sexual orientations do who have been freed from the puritanism that seems to actually roam the
academic halls of the theories you are propounding. | mean, how can anyone think of the rectum as a
grave? It's both a source of pleasure and a practical exit path to getting rid of of solid waste that we have
ingested. Like the rest of our bodies, it's life.

Like

m31lou30 1 day ago

The only sexual behavior that has significantimpact on all of society is uncommitted, irresponsible
heterosexual activity outside legal heterosexual marriage that is procreative. Those who for whatever
complicated reasons desire intimacy with members of their own sex or promiscuous hetero sexual
adventures do so with the probability many people will disapprove of their choices. If they maintain
discretion and do not demand that their choices be mainstreamed most of society will consider
speculation on their private lives to be malicious. Yes, itis wise, unselfish, and moral to remain "in the
closet" if one chooses to engage in homosexual acts or be promiscuous heterosexually. There are sexual
inclinations and desires that are not chosen. Sexual activity is chosen. Itis not necessary to the survival
of any individual. No one has a ":sexual orientation" any more than we have an "exercise orientation."

Like

teacherspaddle 1 day ago in reply to m31lou30

Um, this article is about the end of an influential series and the state of the field. Plenty of other
spaces to go where you can ramble about not seeing the difference b/w sexual orientation and
practice....

2 people liked this. | Like

Ellen Hunt 1 day ago in reply to m31lou30

Oi vey.

Like

teacherspaddle 1 day ago

chronicle.com/article/QueerThen-/130161

11/13



1/4112

Queer and Then? - The Chronicle Review - The Chronicle of Higher Education

lappreciate these opportunities to review a series, its influence, the state of the field. |found the "After
Sex: On Writing Since Queer Theory" collection (also by Series Q) which purports to look back on queer
theory's formative statements and contributors and offer reassessments & new directions disappointing
and limited. Any other reader recs?

Like

Ellen Hunt 1 day ago

Science will have something significant to say on this. In my opinion, it will have the only real thing to say.
Shikata.

Like

11144703 1 day ago

m31lou30 wrote: "Those who for whatever complicated reasons desire intimacy with members of their
own sex [...] do so with the probability many people will disapprove of their choices."

Standards of decency have evolved. | would change "many" to "some." You ignore a remarkable
evolution in the last half century in which many--not some--Republicans and Democrats (like Bush 2 and
Obama) accept civil unions. | don't accept that compromise, butit's a remarkable transformation.

"No one has a ":sexual orientation" any more than we have an "exercise orientation.

You are comparing proverbial apples and oranges.

1 person liked this. | Like

. R.O.P. Lopez 7 hours ago

Queer theory did accomplish many great things and revolutionized American society. Some of it has been
good -- for instance, young people have many outlets to explore homosexuality rather than have to test
things out in the shadows. Some has been bad -- for instance, queer theory contributed to the
hypersexualization of children in American society and also heightened many of the problems --
harassment, outing, anxiety -- that then gay activists cited as signs of homophobia. No example is more
pertinent than the discussion of "mixed-orientation marriages" in 2006 by leaders like Dan Savage and
Wayne Besen, which painted a dreary picture of closeted men ruining women's lives. The denunciation of
closeted married men encouraged people to out secret bisexuals or gay men as a way of saving women
from dire consequences -- with the result that Americans learned that outing was okay. Tyler Clementi's
roommates outed him, and he killed himself four years later, all while queer activists feigned ignorance
about the effect of their militancy about "openness" on a natural culture of gossip, speculation,
embarrassment.

Queer theory is, like most things, a mixed bag, one for which | am simultaneously grateful and still
resentful. Because of queer theorists, | can walk around and discuss my bisexuality in front of other
military service-members without fearing discharge. But because of queer activism, if | get outed and
raped and find the military grievance procedures inadequate, | cannot leave. Because of queer theorists,
kids in the neighborhood where | grew up can go online and see what gay sex is like before exposing
themselves to danger by making a pass at a classmate. Because of queer theorists, this openness led
Jamie Rodemeyer, in the same exact neighborhood, to be overwhelmed with adult gay issues at the age
of 14, unable to deal with it, and to kill himself. | have tried to use humor to contemplate on this problem
here:

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v...
Time will have to tell whether the sum total is positive or negative.

My instincts (impossible to judge) are that queer theory will fade simply because other issues are more
important, especially class inequality. With economic problems and elitism in the government so
ponderous, there is something frivolous about speaking about sexuality so much. Moreover, all social
indicators seem to show that openness and more discussion of homosexuality has had neutral or possibly
aggravating effects on suicide, depression, eating disorders, and abuse among/between queer people --
especially because queer theory fought against homophobia and never got around to articulating ethical
wavs for aueers to treat each other.
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Going forward, a queer theorist who chairs the department of English at Yale is a Yalie, not queer, and
has to answer to the class inequality of his institution rather than cultural phantoms in the world at large.

Let's pivot now to people issues, not gay issues. On this, shockingly, | agree with katisumas 100%.

ATTACHED FILES

Like

dsclaussen 3 hours ago
Yes, but we still need to know whether the rectum is a grave!!!

Like
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